COMPARISON OF DELIVERY SYSTEMS - ALL FIGUR

ES BASED ON SFY

Jefferson 2001 2002 2003 2004 2001 2002 2003 2004 Eﬁ?ﬂ;;;?:ﬁ‘ 2002 - 2001 Comparison gfﬂ‘;av“fg‘ 2003 - 2002 Comparison gfﬂ‘;av“fg‘ 2004 - 2003 Comparison
oL Q2 Q3 Q4 oL Q2 Q3 Q4 QL Q2 Q3 Q4 oL Q2 Q3 Q4| Average | Average | Average | Average|  Diff %DIff | Diff | %Diff | Diff | %Diift | Dift | oDitt | Dt | oebit | ot [ oDift
PHYSICIAN COUNT-
FFS 45 42 45 41 42 43 42 40 39 41 43 42) 40 38 36 35| 43 42 41] 37 1 -2.4% 2| -35% 2] 50% -1 -1.2% 7] -16.7% -4 -9.7%
HO 4 4 4 6 7 8 7 10| 10 10 11 11] 12 12 12 13| 5 8 11] 12| 4] 66.7% 4| 77.8% 1] 10.0% 3| 31.3% 2| 182% 2| 17.5%
UmMP 12 12 12, 12 14 13 13 13 12 13 12 16| 14 14 17 18] 12 13 13 16| 1 83% 1] 10.4%) 3] 231% o[ 0.0% 2] 12.5% 2| 18.7%
PEBB 3 3 4 6 8 4 7 7 7 10 10 10| 10 10 17 29 4 7 9 17| 1 16.7% 3| 62.5% 3| 42.9% 3| _42.3% 19[ 190.0%) 7| _79.3%
CLIENT COUNT |
FFS 2,772 2,741 2,721 2,656 2,683 2,725 2,733 2,728 2,740 2,747, 2,796 2,786 2,802 2,852 2,806 2,7@' 2,723 2,717 2,767 2,804 72 2.7% -5 -0.2% 57| 2.1% 50 1.8%) -30[ -1.1% 37! 1.3%
HO 245) 272, 290 334 322 312 371 382 413 401 431 442| 446 425 437|412 285 347, 422|430 48] 14.3% 62| 21.6% 60| 15.8% 75 21.6% 30| -6.8% 8| 2.0%
UmMP 741 727 675) 671 649 654 673 672 648 645 652] 658]  652] 658 800] 824 704 662 651  733] 1] 01% 42| _-5.9% -14] 2.1% 1] -17%|  166] 25.2% 83 12.7%
PEBB 267 273 306, 312 314 305, 279 289 288 295) 281 285) 280 285 164 163] 290) 297, 287| _ 223] 23] 7.4% 7| 2.5% 4| 1% 10| _32%| -122[ 42.9% 64| 22.4%
RATIO™
FFS 16.2] 15.3] 16.5) 15.4] 157 158 154 147 14.2 14.9) 15.4) 15.1] 14.3[ 133 128 127] 159 154 149 133 0.8 5.0%| -05] -3.3% 04 28%| 05| -3.0%| -2.4] -157%| -1.6] -10.9%|
HO 16.3] 14.7) 13.8) 17.9] 217] 256 189  26.2 24.2 24.9 25.5) 249 269 282 282 315 157 231 249 287 8.2] 45.9% 7.4 47.2%| 13| 50% 18] 7.7%] 6.7] 26.8% 3.8] 15.4%|
UmMP 16.2] 16.5) 17.8] 17.9) 216] 199 193] 193] 185 202 18.4) 24.3] 210 211 217] 219 171 200 203[ 214 15| 82% 2.9] 17.2%] 5.0 25.7% 03] 1.6%| -25 -10.1% 1.0]  5.2%)
PEBB 11.2] 11.0 13.1] 19.2 255 131 251 242 243 339 35.6) 35.1] 358 351 1055] 1783 13.6] 220[ 322] 886 5.0 26.0% 8.3 61.2%| 109 44.9%|  10.2| 46.6%| 143.2[ 408.1%| _ 56.4| 175.1%]
TOP QUARTILE
FFS 732%|  67.7%| 67.6%| 61.2%|  66.3%| 67.0%| 71.4%| 685%| 68.5%| 69.7%| 68.0%] 73.7%| 67.7%| 68.3%| 67.7%| 70.1%| 67.4%| 68.3%| 70.0%| 68.5%| 7.3%| 11.9%| 0.9%| 13%| 52%| 7.5%| 1.7%| 2.4%| -3.6%| -4.9%| -15%| -2.1%|
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Comparison of Ratios * COUNT is the unduplicated count of physicians andor clients.
** RATIO is the number of active physicians per 1000 clients.
200 *++ TOP QUARTILE is the percent of client visits provided by the top 25% of the most active physicians.
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